arXiv:2401.11828v2 [hep-ph] 23 Jan 2024

The 3-3-1 model with exotic electric charges, right-handed neutrinos with type-I+II seesaw mechanism and its effects on LFV Abrar Ahmad^{a+}, Shakeel Mahmood^{b*}, Farida Tahir^{a++}, Wasi Uz Zaman^{b**} and Fizza Atif^{b***}. aDepartment of Physics, COMSATS University Islamabad, Pakistan.

bDepartment of Physics, Air University, PAF Complex, E-9, Islamabad, Pakistan.

ABSTRACT In this research, we propose a modified version of the 3-3-1 model, incorporating a type I+II seesaw mechanism and Z_4 discrete symmetry, as a framework for investigating lepton flavor-violating (LFV) decays. This model successfully yields the left-handed neutrino’s mass square difference in the eV scale, with specific values Δm^2_1 = 7.12 × 10^{−5} eV^2, Δm^2_{31} = 2.55 × 10^{−3} eV^2, and generates mixing angles sin^2 θ_{12} = 0.304, sin^2 θ_{23} = 0.595 and sin^2 θ_{13} = 2.15 × 10^{−2} that align with experimental data. Furthermore, we develop SARAH and SPheno^{33} algorithms tailored for our modified model, enabling us to estimate the magnitude of LFV observables. Our calculations indicate favorable results for various LFV branching ratios, including Br(μ → eγ) = 7.82 × 10^{−20}, Br(τ → eγ) = 3.66 × 10^{−22}, Br(τ → μγ) = 1.03 × 10^{−19}, Br(τ → eee) = 3.97 × 10^{−12}, Br(τ → μμμ) = 1.33 × 10^{−12}, Br(τ → μee) = 8.89 × 10^{−13}. These findings demonstrate improved agreement with experimental measurements compared to previously reported results, which typically fall within the range of 10^{−2} to 10^{−6}.

Keywords: Standard Model (SM); 331 model; SARAH; SPheno; Lepton flavor violation (LFV)

1. INTRODUCTION Lepton flavor conservation and lepton flavor universality in the standard model (SM) is not protected by any symmetry, it is just unavailability of experimental results. Lepton flavor violation (LFV) is predicted in several physics models.^{1–6} A finite value of neutrino mass allows LFV in decays of neutrino-less two body charge leptons such as τ^− → l^−_i γ, where i = 1, 2 are denoting electron and muon respectively. These decays are suppressed due to a factor of^{m2ν}_{m2W} , which produces very small value of 10^{−54}. For neutrino-less decay τ → l^−_i l^+_j l^−_α , where α = i or j and i may or may not be equal to j, different scenarios have been reported in the literature contrary with 10^{−54} and 10^{−14} values respectively.^{7–9} Very high value 10^{−14} is discarded due to the revised calculation by^{10} with a value of 10^{−54}and^{11} with a value of 10^{−56}. Therefore, any observation of charged LFV is reported new physics (NP).^{12}

The LFV in the charged sector can shed more light on several unanswered questions, including that a large baryon number asymmetry, origin of dark matter and number of fermionic generations are possible. Since LFV in the charged sector is tied to small neutrino mass. Therefore, understanding the proper small neutrino mass generation mechanism is important in LFV.

The gauge group of 3-3-1 mode is SU(3)_C ⊗ SU(3)_L ⊗ U(1)_X , originally developed in^{13, 14} and it is a straightforward extension of the SM gauge group. To achieve the symmetry breaking pattern 3-3-1 → SM → U(1)_{em} further extra scalars are needed. The first symmetry breaking occurs on a significantly higher scale (≈1000 GeV) than that of the EW-scale. The 3-3-1 model has different variants, and each one can be characterized by a parameter known as β. With the different values of β along with the anomaly cancellation condition, do requires new exotic particles having different electric charges.

+ E-mail: smart5733@gmail.com, * E-mail: shakeel.mahmood@mail.au.edu.pk ++ E-mail: farida tahir@comsats.edu.pk ** E-mail:190198@students.au.edu.pk *** E-mail:fizaatif000@gmail.com

• The 3-3-1 model has anomaly cancellation, together with the asymptotic freedom of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) and it restricts the ratio of number of generations to the number of colors, so it gives the existence of three generations, and the SM is silent about this problem.^{15}

• Anomaly cancellation do effect the fermionic transformation properties that is due to the said cancellation, the left-handed fermions transform as triplets (or antitriplets) by extending SU(2)_L to SU(3)_L. For anomaly-free theory, the number of triplets in the fermion sector must be equal to the number of anti-triplets for nontrivial SU(3) gauge structure. So, three leptonic generations should transform as an antitriplets, and two quark’s generations transform as triplets and one be an antitriplet (termed as triplets plus one option). We know that each quark carries three color. Therefore, the different transformation strength of third generation of quarks can be a reason for the large top quark mass with respect to other quarks.^{16–18}

• The extension of SU(2)_L to SU(3)_L group demands the presence of five additional gauge bosons. So, a new neutral boson Z^′ and four extra bosons that might be charged or neutral (depending on the model variant).^{19}

• One of the quark generation can transform differently from the other two to ensure anomaly-free conditions.

This lead to tree-level flavor-changing neutral current (FCNC) interaction via a new neutral gauge boson Z^′ or the mixing of Z and Z^′ bosons.^{20}

• The coupling constant g^′ and g_X of SU(3)_L and U(1)_X respectively are related with electroweak (EW) mixing angle θ_W with following ratio; g_X g = sin θ_W √ 1 − (1 + β^2) sin^2 θ_W

. (1)

In above relation, β is an arbitrary with coefficient that describes the nature of model and can be fixed with anomaly-free condition along fermionic representation. There are four possible values of β = ± √ 3, ±^{1√}_3 respectively in literate with different fermionic representation.^{13, 19, 21} At β = ± √ 3, sin^2 θ_W =^1_4 = 0.25 and β = ±^{1√}_3 , sin^2 θ_W =^3_4 = 0.75, the U(1)_X coupling constant g_X (μ) diverges (Landau pole appear), and it leads to the breakdown of the model’s perturbative behavior at an energy scale μ. It imposes a constraint on mixing angle sin^2 θ_W < 0.25 and it results in the complete embedding of SU(2)_L as a subgroup within SU(3)_L.^{22, 23}

• The 3-3-1 model has more particles than the SM because of the gauge group extensions. With five extra gauge bosons, and heavy quarks or leptons, and six more Higgs scalars, the model gives rich phenomenology at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC).

• The version of the 3-3-1 model which predicts doubly charged particles (leptons, gauge bosons, and Higgs bosons) and new quarks with exotic electric charges of^5_3 e and −^4_3 e^{24} has right phenomenological aspects.

The existing literature on the 3-3-1 model has given various approaches to generate light neutrino mass.^{25–30} Among these, the doubly charged lepton version of the 3-3-1 model stands out as it accommodates the framework for neutrino mass generation. This version with is particularly favored because it aligns well with the potential of Future Circular Collider (FCC)-Based Energy-Frontier ep-Proton Colliders and Super Proton-Proton Collider (SppC)-based ep colliders, which could provide an excellent environment to search for the existence of doubly charged leptons in the FCC and SppC.^{31, 32} Therefore we have mofied the mathematical framework for light neutrinos mass generation by applying the type-I+II seesaw mechanism along with Z_4 discrete symmetry in doubly charged lepton version of the 3-3-1 model. Furthermore, we have developed its SARAH and SPheno^{33–35} algorithm for our modified 3-3-1 model to estimate particles masses and mixing matrices along with LFV observable by using unique input parameters.

We have discussed the fermions representation of our model in section 2. The section 3 is dedicated for the detailed work on spontaneous symmetry breaking which is necessary for mass generation. In section 4, input parameters for our calculations are provided. Numerical results obtained by using Spheno are given in section 5 and finally the conclusion is given in section 6.

2. FERMION REPRESENTATION OF MODEL The electric charge operator of 3-3-1 model can be written in the linear combination of the diagonal generators of SU(3)_L and U(1)_X group as:

Q̂ = T̂^3 + βT̂^8 + XÎ, (2) where Î = Diag(1, 1, 1), T̂^i =^1_2 λ^i are the the generators of SU(3)_L, here (λ^i are Gell-Mann matrices and i = 1, ...8). The generators T̂^i satisfy the normalization condition T r[T̂^i, T̂^j ] =^{δij}_2 . For the anti-triplet T̄^{∗i} = −(T̂^i)^T , T is the transpose of matrix. The electric charge operator depends upon β and U(1) quantum number X. β is not only the arbitrary constant, but also signifies the nature of the model. In this work β = − √ 3 is considered along with the notations used in^{36, 37}. The fermionic Lagrangian is as follows: L_{f ermion} = iψ̄^αD_μγ^μψ^α, (3) where α represents fermionic flavour and D_μ is the covariant derivative defined as: D_μ ≡ ∂_μ − 1 2 igW^i_μλ^i − ig_X XX_μ. (4) The covariant derivative act on the fermionic fields as:

▷ Triplets D_μψ_L : ∂_μψ_L −^1_2 igW^i_μλ^iψ_L − ig_X XX_μψ_L,

▷ Anti-triplets D_μψ̄_L : ∂_μψ̄_L +^1_2 igW^i_μ ( λ^i )_T¯ ψ_L − ig_X XX_μψ̄_L, ▷ Singlets D_μψ_R : ∂_μψ_R − ig_X XX_μψ_R.

Here W^i_μ and X_μ represent gauge fields of SU(3)_L and U(1)_X respectively. For all the left-handed (LH) components of three generations leptons fields transformed as anti-triplet whereas their corresponding righthanded (RH) components transformed as singlets. In the case of quarks fields, the two initial generations of LH components of quarks fields transformed as triplets, LH components of third generation of quarks field transformed as anti-triplet and RH components of quarks fields transformed as singlets respectively.

Fermionic fields with their respective SU(3)_C , SU(3)_L and U(1)_X quantum numbers respectively are represented as:

Lepton: l_{αL} = e_α −ν_α E_α L ∼ (1, 3^∗, −1) , α = 1, 2, 3,

e_{αR} = (1, 1, −1) , ν_{αR} = (1, 1, 0) , E_{αR} = (1, 1, −2) , (5) E_{αL,R} heavy exotic leptons with −2e electric charge and three RH neutrinos ν_{αR} are introduced in this version of 3-3-1 model.

Quarks: Q_{iL} = u_i d_i J_i L ∼ ( 3, 3, 2 3 ) , i = 1, 2,

u_{iR} = ( 3, 1, 2 3 ) , d_{iR} = ( 3, 1, − 1 3 ) , J_{iR} = ( 3, 1, 5 3 ) , (6)

Q_{3L} = d_3 −u_3 J_3 L ∼ ( 3, 3^∗, − 1 3 ) ,

d_{3R} = ( 3, 1, − 1 3 ) , u_{3R} = ( 3, 1, 2 3 ) , J_{3R} = ( 3, 1, − 4 3 ) , (7)

where J_i and J_3 are heavy exotic quarks with electric charge^5_3 e and −^4_3 e respectively as predicted by model.

2.1 Fermionic anomalies cancellation The term ”anomaly” in literature is defined as:

a) ”Anomaly (in something) refers to a thing, situation, etc. that is different from what is normal or expected”.^{38} b) ”Deviation from the common rule”.^{39}

So, anomaly is a deviation from established normal pattern. Spotting the anomaly depends on the ability to define what is normal.

An anomaly occurs when quantum corrections do not respect a symmetry of the classical Lagrangian. In other words, the symmetry present in the classical Lagrangian is broken by quantum effects. This occurs if the action of a theory is invariant under a symmetry. Anomalies are an important tool to identify the existence of new proposals for physics beyond SM.

In 4-D space-time, following three perturbative anomalies associated with chiral gauge theories must be eliminated.^{17, 18}

i) ”The Triangular Chiral Gauge Anomaly” (To prevent gauge invariance and renormalizability problems). ii) ”The Global Non perturbative SU(2) Chiral Gauge Anomaly” (In order for the fermion integral to be well defined).

iii) ”The Mixed Perturbative Chiral Gauge Gravitational Anomaly” (In order to assure generic covariance).

In order to cancel anomalies we must have to sum over all the hypercharges of quarks and leptons. Here one question arises why we have to sum over all hypercharges? Let us see in SM, since the weak isospin group SU(2) is a special unitary group so group demands two things that it is unitary group of rank two and having determinant unitary. So, for the unitary determinant we have following trace;

T r[{T̂^i, T̂^j }T̂^k] = 2δ^{ij} T r(T̂^k) = 0, (8)

where T̂^i, T̂^j and T̂^k are the three generators of group. Here at least one generator is hypercharge Y so above equation transform as:

T r[{T̂^i, T̂^j }Y ] = 2δ^{ij} T r(Y ) = 0. (9) As trace should be zero for SU(2) representation and we can only see electromagnetic charge, so, we sum over all the hypercharges. On enlarging gauge group, the fermionic multiplets representation mentioned in Eqs. (5 and 6) satisfy the gauge anomaly free constraint equations provided by vertices [SU(3)_C ]^3, [SU(3)_L]^3 [SU(3)_C ]^2 U(1)_X , [SU(3)_L]^2 U(1)_X , U(1)^3_X , [gravitation]^2U(1)_X .^{15, 21, 40} We will check anomaly status of each vertex as follows.

• [SU(3)_C ]^3 : Demands that number LH triplets(anti-triplets) of color should be equal to number of RH triplet. 3(No. of Q_{triplet} + No. of Q_{anti−triplet}) − No. of Q_{Si nglet}. = 0, (10) 3 (_2 ∑ i=1 (Q_{iL} + Q_{3L} ) − (_3 ∑ α=1 u_{αR} +^3 ∑ α=1 d_{αR} +^2 ∑ i=1 j_{iR} + j_{3R} ) = 0,

3(2 + 1) − (3 + 3 + 3) = 0.

• [SU(3)_L]^3 : Demands that number triplets should be equal to number of anti-triplet. No. of l_{triplet} − No. of l_{anti−triplet} + 3(No. of Q_{triplet} − No. of Q_{anti−triplet}) = 0 (11) 0 − 3 + 3(2 − 1) = 0

• [SU(3)_C ]^2[U(1)_X ] : Demands that trace of U(1)_X charge over the color fermions should be zero. 3 ∑ generation X_{QL} − ∑ sin glet

X_{qR} = 0, (12)

3 (_2 ∑ i=1 X_{QiL} + X_{Q3L} ) −^3 ∑ α=1 (X_{uαR} − X_{dαR} ) −^2 ∑ i=1 X_{jiR} − X_{J3R} = 0, 3 [ 2 ( 2 3 ) + ( − 1 3 )] − 3 ( 2 3 ) − 3 ( − 1 3 ) − 2 ( 5 3 ) − ( − 4 3 ) = 0.

• [SU(3)_L]^2[U(1)_X ] : Demands that trace of U(1)_X charge over the left LH fermions should be zero, 3 ∑ generation X_{QL} + ∑ generation

X_{lL} = 0, (13) 3 (_2 ∑ i=1 X_{QiL} + X_{Q3L} ) +^3 ∑ α=1 X_{lαL} = 0, 3 [ 2 ( 2 3 ) + ( − 1 3 )] + 3(−1) = 0.

• [U(1)_X ]^3 : Demands that trace of [U(1)_X ]^3 charge over the all fermions should be zero, 9 ∑ generation

X^3_{QL} − 3 ∑ generation

X^3_{qR} + 3 ∑ generation

X^3_{lL} − ∑ generation

X^3_{lR} = 0, (14)

9 (_2 ∑ i=1 X^3_{QiL} + X^3_{Q3L} ) − 3 (_3 ∑ α=1 ( X^3_{uαR} + X^3_{dαR} ) +^2 ∑ i=1 X^3_{jiR} + X^3_{J3R} )

+3^3 ∑ α=1 X^3_{lαL} −^3 ∑ α=1 ( X^3_{eαR} + X^3_{EαR} + X^3_{ναR} ) = 0, 9 [ 2 (_2 3 )_3 + ( −^1_3

)_3] − 3 [ 3 (_2 3 )_3 + 3 ( −^1_3

)_3 + 2 (_5 3 )_3 + ( −^4_3

)_3]

+9(−1)^3 − 3 [ (−1)^3 + (−2)^3 ] = 0.

• [Gravitation]^2[U(1)_X ] : Demands that trace of U(1)_X charge over the all fermions should be zero, 9 ∑ generation X_{QL} − 3 ∑ generation

X_{qR} + 3 ∑ generation X_{lL} − ∑ generation

X_{lR} = 0, (15)

9 (_2 ∑ i=1 X_{QiL} + X_{Q3L} ) − 3 (_3 ∑ α=1 (X_{uαR} + X_{dαR} ) +^2 ∑ i=1 X_{jiR} + X_{J3R} )

+3^3 ∑ α=1 X_{lαL} −^3 ∑ α=1 (X_{eαR} + X_{EαR} + X_{ναR} ) = 0, 9 [ 2 (_2 3 ) + ( −^1_3 )] − 3 [ 3 (_2 3 ) + 3 ( −^1_3 ) + 2 (_5 3 ) + ( −^4_3 )] +9(−1) − 3 [(−1) + (−2)] = 0.

So fermionic representation mentioned in Eq.(5 and 6) is anomaly free.

3. SPONTANEOUS SYMMETRY BREAKING 3.1 Scalar Content In the 3-3-1 model, the scalar sector should be considered in addition to the cancellation of anomalies. The Yukawa Lagrangian connects this sector to the fermions and gives extra limitations to the quantum numbers. The scalar fields required to provide fermions with masses are chosen based on the Yukawa Lagrangian. One key condition for the 3-3-1 model is that it should meet with SM at EW scale. This demonstrates that at a larger energy scale spontaneously symmetry breaking of SU(3)_L to SU(2)_L is acceptable. In this case spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) can be achieved in two stages as:^{41}

SU(3)_C ⊗ SU(3)_L ⊗ U(1)_X χ −→ SU(3)_C ⊗ SU(s)_L ⊗ U(1)_Y Φ_{SM} −−−→ SU(3)_C ⊗ U(1)_Q.

In the 1^{st} stage vacuum expectation value (VEV) of χ break symmetry spontaneously and satisfied the following conditions;^{19, 41} [ T̂^1, T̂^2, T̂^3, (βT̂^8 + XÎ) ≡ Ŷ 2 ] ⟨χ⟩ = 0, (16) [ T̂^4, T̂^5, T̂^6, T̂^7, (βT̂^8 − XÎ) ] ⟨χ⟩ ≠ 0. (17) The weak hypercharge of SM is represented by Ŷ . Equations (16, 17) reflect that 5 gauge bosons gain masses and in order to maintain the number of degrees of freedom, at least five Goldstone Bosons are required. The scalar content should be able to produce new fermion masses through Yukawa Couplings in the 1^{st} stage of SSB. The Yukawa terms should be invariant (1, 1, 0) under the said gauge group, which restricts the possible representations of the scalar fields Q̄_{iL}J_{iR}χ = (1, 1, 0), ( 3^∗, 3^∗, − 2 3 ) ( 3, 1, 5 3 ) χ = (1, 1, 0),

(1, 3^∗, 1) χ = (1, 1, 0), implies χ → (1, 3, −1) . (18) By using Eqs. (2, 16, 17 and 18) charges and VEV of scalar χ defined as χ = χ^− χ^{−−} χ^0 ∼ (1, 3, −1) , ⟨χ⟩ = 1√ 2 0 0 υ_χ . (19)

In the 2^{nd} stage VEV of Φ_{SM} break symmetry spontaneously and satisfied the following conditions;^{19, 41} [ T̂^1, T̂^2, ( T̂^3 − Ŷ 2 )] ⟨Φ_{SM} ⟩ ≠ 0, (20) [ Q̂ ≡ T̂^3 + Ŷ 2 ] ⟨Φ_{SM} ⟩ = 0. (21)

In the 2^{nd} stage of SSB, the scalar content must be able to generate SM fermion’s masses through the Yukawa couplings. The gauge invariant Yukawa terms restrict the possible representations of the scalar fields needed in the 2^{nd} stage.

Q̄_{iL}u_{iR}Φ_{SM} = (1, 1, 0) = Q̄_{iL}d_{iR}Φ_{SM} , ( 3^∗, 3^∗, − 2 3 ) ( 3, 1, 2 3 ) Φ_{SM} = (1, 1, 0) = ( 3^∗, 3^∗, − 2 3 ) ( 3, 1, − 1 3 ) Φ_{SM} , (1, 3^∗, 0) Φ_{SM} = (1, 1, 0) = (1, 3^∗, −1) Φ_{SM} , ⇒ Φ_{SM} → (1, 3, 0) and Φ_{SM} → (1, 3, 1) . (22)

Eq. (22) show that we need two scalar triplet in the 2^{nd} stage of SSB labeled as η = (1, 3, 0) and ρ = (1, 3, 1) . By using Eqs. (2, 20, 21 and 22) the VEV and charge content of scalar η and ρ defined as

η = η^0 η^− η^+ ∼ (1, 3, 0) , ⟨η⟩ = 1√ 2 υ_η 0 0 , (23)

ρ = ρ^+ ρ^0 ρ^{++} ∼ (1, 3, 1) , ⟨ρ⟩ = 1√ 2 0 υ_ρ 0 . (24)

3.2 Gauge Sector The gauge sector Lagrangian is^{36} L_{gauge} = − 1 4 F^a_{μν} F^{aμν} − 1 4 B_{μν} B^{μν} , (25)

where F^i_{μν} = ∂_μW^i_ν − ∂_ν W^i_μ + g^′f_{ijk} W^j_μ W^k_ν , and B_{μν} = ∂_μX_ν − ∂_ν X_μ, are field strength tensor of SU(3)_L and U(1)_X group respectively. The antisymmetric structure constants f_{ijk} calculated by using the algebra f_{ijk} = 1 4i T r [{λ_i, λ_j } λ_k] . (26)

Gauge bosons get their masses from the kinetic terms of the scalar fields after SSB L^{kinetic} scalar = (Dμχ) † (D^μχ) + (D_μρ)^† (D^μρ) + (D_μη)^† (D^μη) , (27)

where the covariant derivative D_μ is defined in Eq. (4). The W^i_μλ^i matrix in Eq. (4) for triplet representation is, W^i_μλ^i =

W^3_μ +^{1√}_3 W^8_μ − √ 2W^+_μ − √ 2V^−_μ − √ 2W^−_μ −W^3_μ +^{1√}_3 W^8_μ − √ 2U^{−−}_μ − √ 2V^+_μ − √ 2U^{++}_μ^{−2√}_3 W^8_μ , (28)

where the charged gauge boson’s mass eigenstates are;

W^∓_μ = − ( W^1_μ ± iW^2_μ ) √ 2 , V^±_μ = − ( W^4_μ ± iW^5_μ ) √ 2 , U^{±±}_μ = − ( W^6_μ ± iW^7_μ ) √ 2 . (29)

The scalar field χ gains VEV after 1^{st} stage of SSB and mass terms appear from (D_μχ)^† (D^μχ) part of L^{kinetic}_{scalar} as: m^2_V ± = 1 4 g^2υ^2_χ, m^2_U ±± = 1 4 g^2υ^2_χ, m^2_Z′ = ( g^2 3 + g^2_X ) υ^2_χ, (30)

m^2_W ± = 0, m^2_W 3 = 0, m^2_B = 0. (31)

Two neutral gauge bosons B_μ and Z^′_μ are produced by the mixing of W^8_μ and X_μ bosons.^{36} The mixing is given as: ( B_μ Z^′_μ ) = ( sin θ_{331} cos θ_{331} cos θ_{331} − sin θ_{331} ) ( X_μ W^8_μ ) , (32)

where

sin θ_{331} = g √ g^2 + 3g^2_X

, cos θ_{331} = √ 3g_X √ g^2 + 3g^2_X

. (33)

The scalar field η and ρ gains VEV after 2^{nd} stage of SSB hence introduce additional mass terms from (D_μη)^† (D^μη) and (D_μρ)^† (D^μρ) part of L^{kinetic}_{scalar} . The masses of the charged gauge^{36} bosons become

m^2_W ± = 1 4 g^2 ( υ^2_η + υ^2_ρ ) , (34)

m^2_V ± = 1 4 g^2 ( υ^2_χ + υ^2_η ) , (35)

m^2_U ±± = 1 4 g^2 ( υ^2_χ + υ^2_ρ ) . (36)

The consistency condition with SM gives^{37}

υ^2_η + υ^2_ρ ≡ υ^2 ≃ 246GeV^2. (37)

The charged boson W^± should be recognized with the SM charged gauge boson since it has a mass of the order of the electroweak symmetry breaking scale, whereas the new bosons are heavier.

In 2^{nd} stage, the mixing of B_μ and W^3_μ produces a massless photon A_μ and the SM neutral gauge gauge boson Z_μ along with new constants;

g_Y = g √ 3 cos θ_{331} = gg_X √ g^2 + 3g^2_X

, (38)

and the mixing matrix, Z_μ A_μ Z^′_μ = cos θ_W sin θ_W 0 − sin θ_W cos θ_W 0 0 0 1

W^3_μ B_μ Z^′_μ , (39) where the Weinberg mixing angle is defined as:

sin θ_W = g_Y √ g^2 + g^2_Y

, cos θ_W = g √ g^2 + g^2_Y

. (40)

The two physical neutral states Z_{1μ} and Z_{2μ} are mixed state of the SM and heavy gauge bosons Z_μ and Z^′_μ. The mass eigentstates of these neutral gauge bosons are obtained with a additional rotation: sin θ_{z−z}′ = √ 3(g^2 + g^2_Y )(g^2 − 3g^2_Y ) 4g^2 ( υ^2_η − υ^2_ρ

υ^2_χ − 3g^2_Y g^2 ( υ^2_η + υ^2_ρ ) υ^2_χ ) , (41)

that gives A_μ Z^1_μ Z^2_μ = 1 0 0 0 cos θ_{z−z}′ sin θ_{z−z}′ 0 − sin θ_{z−z}′ cos θ_{z−z}′ A_μ Z_μ Z^′_μ . (42) Here it is worth to mention that the phenomenological effect of Z − Z^′ mixing is not important because the mixing angle θ_{z−z}′ ≲ O(10^{−3}),^{42} and hence one can approximate Z_μ ≈ Z^1_μ and Z^′_μ ≈ Z^2_μ, getting the following masses:^{36}

m^2_A = 0, (43)

m^2_Z = 1 4 cos^2 θ_W g^2 ( υ^2_η + υ^2_ρ ) , (44)

m^2_Z′ = g^2 cos^2 θ_W υ^2_χ 3 ( 1 − 4 sin^2 θ_W ) 1 + (^{υ2η +υ2ρ})_{4υ2χ} ( 1 +^{9 sin4 θW}

cos^4 θ_W ) + (^{υ2η −υ2ρ} )

4υ^2_χ

3 sin^2 θ_W cos^2 θ_W . (45)

The mass of the new boson Z^′_0 is at the scale υ_χ, which is substantially larger than the SM masses scale. In compact form the symmetry breaking SU(3)_L ⊗ U(1)_X^{υχ}−→ SU(2)_L ⊗ U(1)_Y^{υη ,υρ}−→ U(1)_Q corresponding the following transformation of the neutral gauge bosons, from the original basis to the final physical one:^{37} X_μ, W^3_μ , W^8_μ^{θ331}−→ B_μ, W^3_μ , Z^′_μ^{θW}−→ A_μ, Z_μ, Z^′_μ^{θz−z′}−→ A_μ, Z^1_μ, Z^2_μ.

3.3 Yukawa Interactions and Z_4 Discrete Symmetry A very interesting relation between g_X and g can be derived from Eqs. (38 and 40) as; g_X g = sin θ_W √ 1 − 4 sin^2 θ_W

. (46)

This relationship demonstrates that the theory has a Landau pole. Whereas, the restriction on the mixing angle sin^2 θ_W < 0.25, is obtained to maintain the theory within the perturbative regime. Further, it is translated into terms of an energy scale of 4-5TeV.^{22, 23} Consequently the perturbative zone of the model lasts to a few TeV’s. In other words, the model can be considered an effective model up to an energy scale of around 4-5 TeV. Above this threshold, the underlying basic theory must be discussed. This is the largest energy scale at which the model is perturbatively trustworthy. It is noteworthy for neutrino masses, because after the perturbative scale reaches about 4-5 TeV, the effective dimension five operator^Y_Λ (¯ f^C_L ρ^∗ ) ( ρ^†f_L ) ,^{43} produces the neutrinos mass formula

m_ν =^{Y ν υ2η}_Λ . For υ^2_ρ ≈ 100GeV, Λ = 5T eV, we get neutrino’s mass 10Y^ν GeV. In other words, heavy neutrino’s mass is produced by the dimension-five operator. To avoid the unpleasant effect of dimension five operator, we impose Z_4 discrete symmetry with the following field transformations: Q_{iL} → ωQ_{iL}, Q_{3L} → ω^4Q_{3L}, l_{αL} → ωl_{αL}, u_{αR} → ω^3u_{αR}, d_{αR} → ω^2d_{αR}, J_{iR} → ω^2J_{iR}, J_{3R} → ω^3J_{3R}, e_{αR} → ω^3e_{αR}, E_{αR} → ω^4E_{αR}, ν_{αR} → ω^4ν_{αR}, ρ → ω^3ρ, η → ω^2η, χ → ω^3χ, (47) where α = 1, 2, 3. i = 1, 2 and ω = e^{i π2} . In the view of above, we write invariant Yukawa Lagrangian for leptons and quarks. The neutrinos mass terms can only arise from this invariant symmetric Yukawa Lagrangian, −£^Y_{leptons} = y^e_{αβ}l̄_{αL}η^∗e_{βR} + y^E_{αβ}l̄_{αL}χ^∗E_{βR} + y^ν_{αβ}l̄_{αL}ρ^∗ν_{βR} + 1 2 M_Rν̄^C_{αR}ν_{αR} + h.c, (48)

−£^Y_{quarks} = y^d_{iα}Q̄_{iL}ρd_{αR} + y^d_{3α}Q̄_{3L}η^∗d_{αR} + y^u_{iα}Q̄_{iL}ηu_{αR} + y^u_{3α}Q̄_{3L}ρ^∗u_{αR} +y^J_{ij}Q̄_{iL}χJ_{jR} + y^J_{33}Q̄_{3L}χ^∗J_{3R} + h.c. (49)

After SSB, the Yukawa interactions Eqs. (48 and 49) give the following mass matrices for leptons and quarks in flavour basis.

3.3.1 SM Charged Lepton and Neutrino Mass Matrices

The Yukawa interaction term in Eq. (48) reflects the charged leptons mass matrix in flavour basis (e, μ, τ)

M_e = − υ_η √ 2 y^e_{11} y^e_{12} y^e_{13} y^e_{21} y^e_{22} y^e_{23} y^e_{31} y^e_{32} y^e_{33} . (50) The masses of the SM charged leptons can be calculated using the appropriate Yukawa Couplings and the diagonalization of the mass matrix M_e as follows; U^{e∗}_L M_eU^{e∗†}_R = diag(m_e, m_μ, m_τ ), (51) where with U^{e∗}_{L,R} are unitary matrices that relate the flavour eigenstate to the mass eigenstate (labelled with the superscript ′) of the SM as e^′ μ^′ τ^′ L,R = U^{e∗}_{L,R} e μ τ L,R . (52)

The Dirac y^ν_{αβ}l̄_{αL}ρ^∗ν_{βR} and Majorana^1_2 M_Rν̄^C_{αR}ν_{αR} mass term in Yukawa interaction Eq. (48) gives 6 × 6 mass matrix of neutrinos in flavour basis (ν_{eL}, ν_{μL}, ν_{τL}, ν^C_{eR}, ν^C_{μR}, ν^C_{τR});

M_v = ( 0 M_D M^T_D −M_R ) , (53)

where M_D =^{υρ√}_2 y^ν_{αβ} and M_R = M are the mass parameters for Dirac and RH neutrinos respectively. y^ν_{αβ} is a 3 × 3 complex Yukawa coupling matrix, and M is a 3 × 3 diagonal and degenerate mass matrix for RH neutrino. When taking into account the fact that all of the M_R’s eigenvalues are greater than the M_D’s eigenvalues, we get the masses of the left and RH neutrinos after diagonalizing 6 × 6 neutrino mass matrix M_ν ; U^{v∗}M_ν U^{v∗†} = diag(m_{νL}, m_{νR}). (54) The order of magnitude of neutrino’s mass is m_{νL} ≈ υ^2_ρ M , m_{νR} ≈ M_R. (55) The flavour eigenstate related with mass eigenstate (labelled with the superscript ′) given as; ( ν^′_L ν^′_R ) = ( U^{v∗}_L U^{v∗}_{LR} U^{v∗}_{RL} U^{v∗}_R ) ( ν_L ν_R ) , (56)

where U^{ν∗}_L is standard LH neutrino mixing matrix, U^{ν∗}_R is RH heavy neutrino mixing matrix, the mixing and U^{ν∗}_{LR} represent the mixing among LH and RH neutrinos. Here the mixing matrix for charged leptons U^{e∗}_{LR} in Eq. (52) and mixing matrix of LH light neutrino U^{ν∗}_L allows us to define Pontecorvo–Maki–Nakagawa–Sakata (PMNS) matrix’s definition U_{P MNS} = U^{ν∗}_L U^{e∗†}_L . (57) Here the flavor and mass eigenstate of the SM charged leptons taken as the same (U^{e∗}_L = I). Whereas, all the rotations introduced in neutrinos are represented by U_{P MNS} = U^{ν∗}_L .

Above, the canonical type-I seesaw mechanism^{44, 45} has been used to generate small neutrino masses, we can see in Eq. (55), large values of RH neutrino masses produce light neutrino masses. Here we recall the Eq. (46) which shows that the theory possesses a Landau pole. It also yields a constraint on the mixing angle sin^2 θ_W < 0.25 that keeps the theory within the perturbative regime and compels us to select a maximum value of M of about 5T eV .^{22, 23} Consequently, we require υ_ρ ≈ 10^{−2}GeV in order to obtain LH neutrino’s masses at the eV scale. As we can see in Eq. (37), there is no lower limit on the VEV of υ_ρ, only upper limit of ≈ 246GeV is valid. Therefore, we can reduce υ_ρ to the extent we like.

3.3.2 SM Up and Down Type Quarks Mass Matrices

One of the scalars in the scalar spectrum should acquire a small VEV υ_ρ, caution is necessary to assess whether the calculated quark masses can be derived from this spectrum. Fortunately, Yukawa interactions involving both the scalar triplet ρ and η serve as sources for both up and down-type SM quark masses. This is sufficient to ensure that all SM quark masses are produced correctly when a small VEV υ_ρ and a regular υ_η are combined.

In Yukawa interaction Eq. (49), the terms y^u_{iα}Q̄_{iL}ηu_{αR} and y^u_{3α}Q̄_{3L}ρ^∗u_{αR} give mass matrix for up-type quarks whereas y^d_{iα}Q̄_{iL}ρd_{αR} and y^d_{3α}Q̄_{3L}η^∗d_{αR} give mass matrix for down-type quarks in flavor basis (u, c, t) and (d, s, b) respectively;

M^u = 1 √ 2 −υ_η y^u_{11} −υ_η y^u_{12} −υ_ηy^u_{13} −υ_η y^u_{21} −υ_η y^u_{22} −υ_ηy^u_{23} υ_ρy^u_{31} υ_ρy^u_{32} υ_ρy^u_{33} , (58)

M^d = − 1 √ 2 υ_ρy^d_{11} υ_ρy^d_{12} υ_ρy^d_{13} υ_ρy^d_{21} υ_ρy^d_{22} υ_ρy^d_{23} υ_η y^d_{31} υ_ηy^d_{32} υ_ηy^d_{33} . (59)

After suitable selection of Yukawa coupling and diagonalization of mass matrices M_u and M_d, we can obtain the masses of SM quarks as;

U^{u∗}_L M_uU^{u∗†}_R = diag(m_u, m_c, m_t) and (60) U^{d∗}_L M_dU^{d∗†}_R = diag(m_d, m_s, m_b), (61) where with U^{u∗}_{L,R} and V^{d∗}_{L,R} are unitary matrices that relate flavour eigenstate to the mass eigenstate (superscript ′) of up-type and down-type quarks respectively given as u^′ c^′ t^′ L,R = U^{u∗}_{L,R} u c t L,R and (62) d^′ s^′ b^′ L,R = U^{d∗}_{L,R} d s b L,R , (63)

it allows for the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix’s definition:^{19} V_{CKM} = U^{u∗}_L U^{d∗†}_L . (64) Only the LH quarks rotation matrix is introduced in the SM. Due both gauge-singlet characteristics and the universality of the fermion-gauge coupling, the rotation matrices of the RH fermions can be absorbed by the redefinition of fermion fields. It is worth mentioning that in the SM, usually the flavour eigenstate and mass eigenstate of up-type quarks are taken as the same (U^∗_L = I), and all the rotation is introduced in down-type quarks (V_{CKM} = U^{d∗†}_L ) whereas in the 3-3-1 model, rotation matrices U^∗_L and U^{d∗}_L each have a distinct physical meaning. As the LH quarks nonuniversaly couples with the Z_0 boson, therefore we get the distinct representations of the three SM LH quarks favours.

3.3.3 New Heavy Exotic Leptons and Quarks Mass Matrices The term y^E_{αβ}l̄_{αL}χ^∗E_{βR} and y^J_{ij}Q̄_{iL}χJ_{jR} in Yukawa interaction Eqs. (48 and 49) gives heavy exotic leptons and quarks mass matrices on flavour basis (E_e, E_μ, E_τ ) and (J_1, J_2) respectively;

M_E = − υ_χ √ 2 y^E_{11} y^E_{12} y^E_{13} y^E_{21} y^E_{22} y^E_{23} y^E_{31} y^E_{32} y^E_{33} , (65)

M_J = − υ_χ √ 2 ( y^J_{11} y^J_{12} y^J_{21} y^J_{22} ) . (66)

With the suitable selection of Yukawa couplings and the diagonalization of mass matrices M_E and M_J , the masses of heavy exotic charged leptons and quarks can be obtained as: U^{E∗}_L M_E U^{E∗†}_R = diag(m_{Ee} , m_{Eμ} , m_{Eτ} ), (67) U^{J∗}_L M_J U^{J∗†}_R = diag(m_{J1} , m_{J2} ), (68)

where U^{E∗}_{L,R} and U^{J∗}_{L,R} are unitary matrices that relate flavour eigenstate to the mass eigenstate (superscript ′) of heavy leptons and quarks given as E^′_e E^′_μ E^′_τ L,R = U^{E∗}_{L,R} E_e E_μ E_τ L,R , (69) ( J^′_1 J^′_2 ) L,R = U^{J∗}_{L,R} ( J_1 J_2 ) L,R . (70)

The exotic quarks J_3 cannot be mixed with J_1 and J_2 because they have different charges. For the sake of simplicity, we take flavour eigenstate to be the same as mass eigenstate of new heavy exotic leptons and quarks (U^{E∗}_{L,R} = I_{3×3} and U^{J∗}_{L,R} = I_{2×2}).

3.4 Higgs Potential The renormalizable gauge SU(3)_C ⊗ SU(3)_L ⊗ U(1)_X and Z_4 symmetry invariant potential for the scalar content can be written as: −V_{Higgs} = μ^2_1 ( ρρ^† ) + μ^2 ( ηη^† ) + μ^2_3 ( χχ^† ) + λ_1 ( ρρ^† )_2

+ λ_2 ( ηη^† )_2

+ λ_3 ( χχ^† )_2

+λ_{12} ( ρρ^† ) ( ηη^† ) + λ_{13} ( ρρ^† ) ( χχ^† ) + +λ_{23} ( ηη^† ) ( χχ^† ) +λ^′_{12} ( ρ^†η ) ( η^†ρ ) + λ^′_{13} ( ρ^†χ ) ( χ^†ρ ) + λ^′_{23} ( η^†χ ) ( χ^†η ) + √ 2f ( ϵ_{ijk} ρ^iη^j χ^k + h.c ) , (71)

where λ^{(′)}_{i(j)}’s are dimensionless parameters. The parameters μ_i and f have the dimension of mass. For simplicity we consider f = k υ_χ with k ∼ O(10^{−3)}. The other terms i.e., (χ^†ηρ^†η + h.c)^{41} are invariant under SU(3)_C ⊗ SU(3)_L ⊗ U(1)_X gauge but violate Z_4 symmetry, therefore these terms are not introduced in scalar potential. The neutral component of scalar fields can be shifted as follow:^{37}

ρ^0 = 1 √ 2 ( υ_ρ + ξ_ρ + iζ_ρ ) , η^0 = 1 √ 2 ( υ_η + ξ_η + iζ_η ) , χ^0 = 1 √ 2 ( υ_χ + ξ_χ + iζ_χ ) . (72)

Taking the derivative of Higgs potential Eq. (71) with respect to scalar field at global minima^{46}, | | | ∂V_{Higgs} ∂ρ | | |^{ρ=⟨ρ⟩=υ}ρ η=⟨η⟩=υ_η χ=⟨χ⟩=υ_χ = | | | ∂V_{Higgs} ∂η | | |^{ρ=⟨ρ⟩=υ}ρ η=⟨η⟩=υ_η χ=⟨χ⟩=υ_χ = | | | ∂V_{Higgs} ∂χ | | |^{ρ=⟨ρ⟩=υ}ρ η=⟨η⟩=υ_η χ=⟨χ⟩=υ_χ = 0, (73)

gives the following tadpole constraint equations:

μ^2_1υ_ρ + λ_1υ^3_ρ + 1 2 λ_{12}υ_ρυ^2_η + 1 2 λ_{13}υ_ρυ^2_χ = fυ_ηυ_χ, (74)

μ^2υ_η + λ_2υ^3_η + 1 2 λ_{12}υ_η υ^2_ρ + 1 2 λ_{23}υ_ηυ^2_χ = fυ_ρυ_χ, (75)

μ^2_3υ_χ + λ_3υ^3_χ + 1 2 λ_{13}υ_χυ^2_ρ + 1 2 λ_{23}υ_χυ^2_η = fυ_ρυ_η . (76)

The first Eq. (74) of the three aforementioned equations is the one that matters to us because it will provide the desired relation for a small value for υ_ρ, which is necessary for the production of tiny neutrino masses. If we want to remain in the perturbative domain, as we have already explained in the begning of section 3.3, the maximum energy scale in this version of 3-3-1 model M is approximately 5T eV . We relate the scalar ρ to this scale, so that μ_1 ≈ M. If we take note of the fact that μ_1 becomes dominant on the left in the Eq. (74). we get: υ_ρ ≃ fυ_ηυ_χ μ^2_1 = fυ_ηυ_χ M^2

, (77)

this is the type II seesaw mechanism’s feature.^{47, 48} we can also define tan β from Eq. (77), υ_ρ υ_η = fυ_χ M^2

= tan β. (78)

By putting these tadpole constraint Eqs. (74, 75 and 76) into Higgs potential, we can get the masses and physical states of all neutral and charged Higgs bosons.

3.4.1 Neutral Higgs

A scalar Higgs mass matrix can be constructed from Higgs potential, when the real components ξ_ρ, ξ_η, and ξ_χ of neutral scalars develop the VEVs By taking second derivative of Higgs potential such that M^2_{ΦiΦj} =^{∂2 VHiggs}_{∂Φi∂Φj} ⌋_{Φi =0} with Φ_i = ξ_ρ, ξ_η, ξ_χ.^{41} The square mass matrix of neutral scalar Higgs boson can be obtained and written as,

M^2_H =

2λ_1υ^2_ρ +^{f υη υχ}_{υρ} λ_{12}υ_ρυ_η − fυ_χ λ_{13}υ_ρυ_χ − fυ_η λ_{12}υ_ρυ_η − fυ_χ 2λ_2υ^2_η +^{f υρ υχ}_{υη} λ_{23}υ_η υ_χ − fυ_ρ λ_{13}υ_ρυ_χ − fυ_η λ_{23}υ_η υ_χ − fυ_ρ 2λ_3υ^2_χ +^{f υρυη}_{υχ} . (79)

In the limit υ_χ >> υ_ρ, υ_η, there are three eigenvalues of scalar Higgs mass matrix Eq. (79). One eigenvalue represents SM Higgs (h) and other two are heavy Higgs bosons named H_2 and H_3.^{36}

m^2_h =

2(λ_1υ^4_ρ + λ_{12}υ^2_ρυ^2_η + λ_2υ^4_η) υ^2_η + υ^2_ρ

, M^2_{H2} = υ^2_η + υ^2_ρ υ_ρυ_η fυ_χ, M^2_{H3} = 2λ_3υ^2_χ. (80)

The mass eigenstates (h, H_2, H_3) of scalar Higgs are related to weak eigenstates (ξ_ρ, ξ_η, ξ_χ) by a rotation given as,^{36} h H_2 H_3 = cos β_{12} − sin β_{12} 0 sin β_{12} cos β_{12} 0 0 0 1

† ξ_ρ ξ_η ξ_χ , (81)

where sin β_{12} =^{υη}√_{υ2η +υ2ρ} and cos β_{12} =^{υρ}√_{υ2η +υ2ρ} .

When the imaginary components (ζ_ρ, ζ_η , ζ_χ) of neutral scalar develop the VEVs, the Higgs potential gives rise to the mass matrix of pseudoscalar Higgs bosons. By taking second derivative of Higgs potential such that M^2_{ΦiΦj} =^{∂2 VHiggs} ∂Φ_i ∂Φ_j ⌋Φ^i =0 with Φi = ζρ, ζη , ζχ

41 we can get square mass matrix of pseudoscalar Higgs and written as, M^2_H′ = υ_η υ_χ υ_ρ υχ υη υ_χ^{υρυχ}_{υη} υ_ρ υ_η υ_ρ^{υρυη}_{υχ} f. (82)

There are three eigenvalues of the pseudoscalar Higgs mass matrix Eq. (82). One non-zero eigenvalue represents the pseudoscalar Higgs H_0 while other two zero eigenvalues represent the goldstone bosons G_Z and G_Z′ eaten up by Z and Z^′ gauge bosons.^{36}

M^2_{H0} =

(υ^2_ρυ^2_η + υ^2_ηυ^2_χ + υ^2_ρυ^2_χ)f υ_ρυ_η υ_χ , M^2_{GZ} = 0, M^2_{GZ′} = 0. (83)

The mass eigenstates (H_0, G_Z , G_Z′ ) of pseudoscalar Higgs are related to with weak eigenstates (ζ_ρ, ζ_η , ζ_χ) by a rotation given as,^{36} H_0 G_Z G_Z′ = sin β_{12} cos β_{12} 0 − cos β_{12} sin β_{12} 0 0 0 1

† ζ_ρ ζ_η ζ_χ . (84)

3.4.2 Charged Higgs

In addition to the neutral Higgs bosons as previously discussed, there are two types of charged Higgs bosons with electric charges of ±1and ±2. The square mass matrix of charged Higgs bosons can be obtained by taking second derivative of Higgs potential such that M^2_Φ∗_{i Φj} =^{∂2VHiggs}_{∂Φ}∗_{i ∂Φj} ⌋_{Φi=0} with Φ_i = η^±, ρ^±, χ^{∓∗} , η^{∓∗} (for charge ±1) and Φ_i = χ^{±2}, ρ^{±2}(for charge ±2).^{41} The square mass matrix of singly charged Higgs bosons is

M^2_H± = 1 2 λ^′_{12}υ^2_η +^{f υη υχ}_{υρ} −^1_2 λ^′_{12}υ_ρυ_η − fυ_χ 0 0 −^1_2 λ^′_{12}υ_ρυ_η − fυ_χ^1_2 λ^′_{12}υ^2_ρ +^{f υρυχ}_{υη} 0 0 0 0^1_2 λ^′_{23}υ^2_χ +^{f υρυχ}_{υη} −^1_2 λ^′_{23}υ_ηυ_χ − fυ_ρ 0 0 −^1_2 λ^′_{23}υ_ηυ_χ − fυ_ρ^1_2 λ^′_{23}υ^2_η +^{f υρυη}_{υχ}

. (85)

The diagonalization of M^2_{H±} gives the following mass spectrum:^{36}

M_G±_W = 0; M_H±_1 = λ^′_{12}υ_ρυ_η + 2fυ_χ 2υ_ρυ_η ( υ^2_η + υ^2_ρ ) , M_G±_{W ′} = 0; M_H±_2 = λ^′_{23}υ_ηυ_χ + 2fυ_ρ 2υ_ηυ_χ ( υ^2_η + υ^2_χ ) , (86)

where H^±_1 and H^±_2 are physical singly heavy charged Higgs, where as G^±_W and G^±_W ′ are two massless goldstone bososn eaten by W^± and W^{′±} gauge boson. The mass eigenstates (H^±_1 G^±_W , H^±_2 , G^±_W ′ ) of singly charged Higgs are related to weak eigenstates (η^±, ρ^±, χ^{∓∗} , η^{∓∗} ) by a rotation given as^{36}

H^±_1 G^±_W H^±_2 G^±_W ′ = cos β_{12} − sin β_{12} 0 0 sin β_{12} cos β_{12} 0 0 0 0 cos β_{23} − sin β_{23} 0 0 sin β_{23} cos β_{23} η^± ρ^± χ^{∓∗} η^{∓∗} , (87) where sin β_{23} =^{υχ}√_{υ2η +υ2χ} , cos β_{23} =^{υη}√_{υ2η +υ2χ} and sin β_{12} , cos β_{12} already defined in neutral Higgs mixing matrix.

The square mass matrix of doubly charged Higgs bosons is

M^2_H±2 =

(_1

2 λ^′_{13}υ^2_χ +^{f υη υχ}_{υρ} fυ_η −^1_2 λ^′_{13}υ_ρυ_χ fυ_η −^1_2 λ^′_{13}υ_ρυ_χ^1_2 λ^′_{13}υ^2_ρ +^{f υρ υη}_{υη} ) . (88)

The diagonalization of M^2_{H±2} gives the following mass spectrum^{36}

M_G±2_V = 0; M_H±2 = λ^′_{13}υ_ρυ_χ + 2fυ_η 2υ_ρυ_χ ( υ^2_ρ + υ^2_χ ) , (89)

where H^{±2} is physical heavy doubly charged Higgs boson and G^{±2}_V is massless goldstone boson eaten up by V^{±2} heavy doubly charged gauge boson. The mass eigenstates (H^{±2}, G^{±2}_V ) of doubly charged Higgs are related to weak eigenstates (χ^{±2}, ρ^{±2}) by a rotation given as^{36} ( H^{±2} G^{±2}_V ) = ( cos β_{13} − sin β_{13} sin β_{13} cos β_{13} ) ( χ^{±2} ρ^{±2} ) , (90)

where Si nβ_{13} =^{υχ}√_{υ2ρ +υ2χ} and Cosβ_{13} =^{υρ}√_{υ2ρ +υ2χ} .

4. INPUT PARAMETERS In Section 3.3.1, we previously talked about choosing a maximum value of M of approximately 5T eV to maintain the theory in the perturbative regime. By choosing the value of the first stage symmetry breaking scale υ_χ, one can set the value of f with the relation f = k υ_χ. The value of tan β, υ_ρ and υ_η can be fixed by using Eqs. (37 and 78). The parameters involved in the scalar sector are free parameters and can be guessed with the eigenvalues of Higgs mass matrices. We summarize the values of these parameters in Table 1.

By selecting a fair texture for the Yukawa matrices, one can determine the right lepton and quark masses because Yukawa Couplings are free parameters of the model.

Model Parameter Numerical Value M 5000 GeV υ_χ 1000 GeV f 3.0 GeV tan β 0.00012 υ_ρ 0.0295 GeV υ_η 246 GeV λ_1, λ_2, λ_3 0.134 λ_{12}, λ_{13} and λ_{23} 0.5 and 0.05 λ^′_{12}, λ^′_{13}, λ^′_{23} 0.5 Table 1. A possible set of input values of the 331 models’ parameters

• SM charged leptons Yukawa Coupling:

y^e_{αβ} = diag(−2.9350 × 10^{−6}, − 6.0309 × 10^{−4}, − 1.0201 × 10^{−2}). (91)

• Neutrino Yukawa Coupling:

y^ν_{11} = 2.9235 × 10^{−4}, y^ν_{12} = 5.4723 × 10^{−3}, y^ν_{12} = 3.4852 × 10^{−3}, y^ν_{21} = −1.5811 × 10^{−4}, y^ν_{22} = 4.6532 × 10^{−3}, y^ν_{23} = 1.8294 × 10^{−2}, y^ν_{31} = 1.2465 × 10^{−4}, y^ν_{32} = −6.9325 × 10^{−3}, y^ν_{33} = 1.5031 × 10^{−2}. (92)

• SM Up-Type Quarks Yukawa Coupling:

y^u_{11} = 4.06141 × 10^{−6}, y^u_{12} = −2.87185 × 10^{−6}, y^u_{12} = 2.87185 × 10^{−6}, y^u_{21} = −4.93959 × 10^{−1}, y^u_{22} = −3.52728 × 10^{−1}, y^u_{23} = 3.45835 × 10^{−1}, y^u_{31} = 4.11632 × 10^3, y^u_{32} = 2.88196 × 10^3, y^u_{33} = −2.9394 × 10^3. (93)

• SM Down-Type Quarks Yukawa Coupling:

y^d_{11} = −6.28947 × 10^{−1}, y^d_{12} = −4.31217 × 10^{−1}, y^d_{12} = 1.02082, y^d_{21} = 1.03437 × 10^2, y^d_{22} = 1.03404 × 10^2, y^d_{23} = −3.29824, y^d_{31} = 1.11443 × 10^{−2}, y^d_{32} = 1.14467 × 10^{−2}, y^d_{33} = 3.65848 × 10^{−4}. (94)

• New Heavy Exotic Leptons and Quarks Yukawa Coupling: y^E_{αβ} = y^J_{αβ} = diag(−1.13137, − 1.13137, − 1.13137). 5. NUMERICAL RESULTS OF MODEL FROM SPHENO All the numerical values of model’s parameters mentioned in the previous topic have been used as input to the SPheno code generated from SARAH.^{33} And the masses of particles, mixing matrices, and flavour violating observables have been obtained as output from the Spheno. The numerical results of the model from Spheno and their observed values are given below;

• SM charged lepton and quarks masses;

m_e = 0.51099893 MeV, m_μ = 105.658772 MeV, m_τ = 1776.69 MeV, m_u = 2.5 MeV, m_c = 1.27 GeV, m_t = 173.5 GeV, m_d = 5.0 MeV, m_s = 95.0 MeV, m_b = 4.18 GeV. (95)

• The up, down type quarks mixing matrices are given as;

U^u_L =

−1.00000 −3.16893 × 10^{−8} 3.16886 × 10^{−8} −4.48150 × 10^{−8} 7.07107 × 10^{−1} −7.07107 × 10^{−1} 5.28938 × 10^{−13} −7.07107 × 10^{−1} −7.07107 × 10^{−1} , (96)

U^d_L =

9.74951 × 10^{−1} 1.53465 × 10^{−1} −1.60993 × 10^{−1} −2.22387 × 10^{−1} 6.60308 × 10^{−1} −7.17313 × 10^{−1} −3.77719 × 10^{−3} 7.35148 × 10^{−1} 6.77896 × 10^{−1} . (97)

Using Eq. (64) we get CKM matrix as;

V_{CKM} = −0.974951 0.222387 0.00377719 0.222355 0.974125 0.0404829 0.0053234 0.0403087 −0.999173 . (98)

• Observed values of charged leptons, quarks masses and CKM matrix^{49}:

m_e = 0.5109989461 ± 0.0000000031 MeV, m_μ = 105.6587745 ± 0.0000024 MeV, m_τ = 1776.86 ± 0.12 MeV, m_u = 2.16^{+0.49}_{−0.26} MeV, 1.27 ± 0.02 GeV, m_t = 172.76 ± 0.03 GeV, m_d = 4.67^{+0.48}_{−0.17} MeV, m_s = 93^{+11}_{−5} MeV, m_b = 4.18^{+0.03}_{−0.02} GeV,

V^{Observed} CKM = 0.97401 ± 0.00011 0.22650 ± 0.00048 0.00361^{+0.00011}_{−0.00009} 0.22636 ± 0.00048 0.97320 ± 0.00011 0.04053^{+0.00083}_{−0.00061} 0.00854^{+0.00023}

−0.00016 0.03978

+0.00082 −0.00060 0.999172

+0.000024 −0.000035 .

• Neutrino masses and PMNS matrix:

The SPheno code has generated six mass eigenvalues and 6×6 neutrino mixing matrix U^ν after diagonalization neutrino mass matrix M_ν Eq. (53). Three of the eigenvalues correspond to the masses of light LH neutrinos, whereas the other three correspond to the masses of heavy RH neutrinos. The standard LH neutrinos masses have been obtained:

m_1 = 2.32165 × 10^{−5} eV, m_2 = 8.43831 × 10^{−3} eV, m_3 = 5.11591 × 10^{−2} eV. (99)

We can obtain the following mass squared differences of light LH neutrinos from Eq. (99)

Δm^2_1 = m^2 − m^2_1 = 7.12 × 10^{−5} eV^2, Δm^2_{31} = m^2_3 − m^2 = 2.55 × 10^{−3} eV^2. (100)

The result of 6 × 6 neutrino mixing matrix U^ν is

U^ν =

−0.816 0.559 0.146 −2.99 × 10^{−9} 2.27 × 10^{−8} 1.46 × 10^{−8} 0.453 0.461 0.763 −4.22 × 10^{−9} 1.89 × 10^{−8} 7.64 × 10^{−8} −0.359 −0.689 0.629 5.83 × 10^{−9} −2.83 × 10^{−8} 6.28 × 10^{−8} 1.48 × 10^{−9} −1.99 × 10^{−11} −2.49 × 10^{−12} 0.983 0.184 0.0 −5.60 × 10^{−10} −4.17 × 10^{−8} 4.88 × 10^{−11} −0.184 0.983 0.0 −1.69 × 10^{−10} −1.15 × 10^{−10} −1.0 × 10^{−7} −5.7 × 10^{−22} 2.3 × 10^{−21} 1.0 .

Mass Spectrum of SM Gauge and Higgs Boson Particle Predicted Value Observed Value

m_Z 91.189 GeV 91.187 ± 0.0021 GeV^{49} m_W ± 80.350 GeV 80.379 ± 0.012 GeV^{49} m_h 125.09 GeV 125.10 ± 0.14 GeV^{49} Table 2. Possible SM gauge and Higgs boson masses, as well as their observed values Mass Spectrum of Heavy Gauge and Higgs Bosons Particle Predicted Value Particle Predicted Value Particle Predicted Value m_Z′ 2.788 × 10^3 GeV (Scalar Higgs) m_{H2} 5.183 × 10^2 GeV m_H±_1 5.150 × 10^2 GeV m_V ± 3.413 × 10^2 GeV (Scalar Higgs) m_{H3} 5.000 × 10^3 GeV m_H±_2 5.001 × 10^3 GeV m_U ±± 3.314 × 10^2 GeV (Sudoscalar Higgs) m_{H0} 5.000 × 10^3 GeV m_H±2 5.024 × 10^3 GeV Table 3. Possible heavy gauge and Higgs boson masses based on input parameters

The values of the standard LH neutrino mixing matrix U^ν_L have been represented in the above U^ν matrix’s left upper 3 × 3 block as:

U^ν_L = U_{P MNS} =

−0.816 0.559 0.146 0.453 0.461 0.763 −0.359 −0.689 0.629

. (101)

The mixing angles shown below have been calculated from the mixing matrix U^ν_L

sin^2 θ_{12} = 0.304, sin^2 θ_{23} = 0.595, sin^2 θ_{13} = 2.15 × 10^{−2}. (102)

• Observed values of the light neutrino’s parameters

The observed mass squared differences and mixing angles^{49}

Δm^2_1 = (7.53 ± 0.18) × 10^{−5}eV^2, Δm^2_{32} = (−2.536 ± 0.034) × 10^{−3}eV^2 (Inverted Order), Δm^2_{32} = (2.453 ± 0.033) × 10^{−3}eV^2 (Normal Order), sin^2 θ_{12} = 0.307 ± 0.013, sin^2 θ_{23} = 0.539 ± 0.022 (Inverted Order), sin^2 θ_{23} = 0.546 ± 0.021 (Normal Order), sin^2 θ_{13} = (2.20 ± 0.07 ) × 10^{−2}.

The Best fit value of PMNS matrix with 3σ (99.7 %CL) range is^{50} U^{Best f it} P MNS = 0.801...0.845 0.513...0.579 0.143...0.156 0.232...0.507 0.459...0.694 0.629...0.779 0.260...0.526 0.470...0.702 0.702...0.763 .

• Gauge and Higgs Bosons Masses

Table 2 provides the mass spectrum of the SM gauge boson and the Higgs boson with observed values, whereas Table 3 newly heavy gauge and Higgs bosons have been calculated by our SPheno algorithm.

• LFV Observable

Table 4 listed the LFV observable that have been calculated by using SPheno algorithm. Unfortunately, the branching ratio of the LVF processes listed in the table is too low in comparison to the existing limits and is outside the sensitivity of upcoming neutrino experiments. Alternatively, even though the RH neutrinos involved in the seesaw mechanism with Z_4 symmetry developed here have a mass of only a few TeV, their mixing with the standard LH neutrinos is highly suppressed, hence beyond the reach of current and near-future experiments.

LFV Limits calculated Previous calculated Current Future Observables in this work limits in experimental experimental 3-3-1 model^{25, 51} limits^{52} limits^{53} Br(μ → eγ) 7.82 × 10^{−20} ∼ 10^{−2625} < 4.2 × 10^{−13} ×10^{−14} Br(τ → eγ) 3.66 × 10^{−22} ∼ 10^{−2451} < 3.3 × 10^{−8} ×10^{−9} Br(τ → μγ) 1.03 × 10^{−19} ∼ 10^{−2551} < 4.2 × 10^{−8} ×10^{−9} Br(τ → eee) 3.97 × 10^{−12} ∼ 10^{−1551} < 2.7 × 10^{−8} ×10^{−9} Br(τ → μμμ) 1.33 × 10^{−12} ∼ 10^{−1551} < 2.1 × 10^{−8} ×10^{−9} Br(τ → μee) 8.89 × 10^{−13} ∼ 10^{−1551} < 1.8 × 10^{−9} ×10^{−9} Table 4. Comparison of LFV observable limits from our 331 model code with previous calculated values in the 331 model along with current and future experimental limits

6. CONCLUSION We have significantly advanced the mathematical framework for generating the masses of light neutrinos by incorporating the type-I+II seesaw mechanism within the context of the doubly charged lepton version of the 3-3-1 model, enriched by the application of a Z_4 discrete symmetry. To validate the efficacy of our modifications, we have defined specific numerical values for the model’s input parameters and proceeded to derive numerical outcomes, including particle masses, mixing matrices, and the evaluation of LFV observable, as tabulated in Table 4. We achieved these results through the utilization of the SARAH and SPheno.

In our study of neutrinos, we successfully determine the masses of light neutrinos as per Eq. (99), accompanied by their respective mixing matrix Eq. (101). Furthermore, we compute the mass-squared differences, Δm^2_1 = 7.12 × 10^{−5} eV^2and Δm^2_{31} = 2.55 × 10^{−3} eV^2, alongside the mixing angles sin^2 θ_{12} = 0.304, sin^2 θ_{23} = 0.595, sin^2 θ_{13} = 2.15 × 10^{−2}. Remarkably, these outcomes are consistent with the values observed in Ref.^{49, 50}

Turning our attention to the SM’s quarks, we successfully determine quark masses as per Eq. (95), accompanied by their corresponding mixing matrices, Eq. (96) and Eq. (97), by selecting a unique and fair texture for Yukawa matrices. Notably, our obtained CKM matrix,

V_{CKM} = U^{u∗}_L U^{d∗†}_L = −0.974951 0.222387 0.00377717 0.222355 0.974125 0.0404829 0.0053234 0.0403087 −0.999173 ,

aligns closely with the observed value cited in Ref.^{49}

Furthermore, our research delve into the realm of LFV observable, leading us to calculate the following results; Br(μ → eγ) = 7.82 × 10^{−20}, Br(τ → eγ) = 3.66 × 10^{−22}, Br(τ → μγ) = 1.03 × 10^{−19}, Br(τ → eee) = 3.97 × 10^{−12}, Br(τ → μμμ) = 1.33 × 10^{−12} and Br(τ → μee) = 8.89 × 10^{−13}. Significantly, these results are in better agreement with experimental measurements as compared to previously calculated results reported in Refs.^{25, 51} by an order of magnitude ranging from 10^{−6} to 10^{−2}.

Overall, our research not only presents a novel approach to neutrino mass generation within the 3-3-1 model but also produces results that align closely with experimental observations, thus contributing valuable insights to the field of particle physics.

REFERENCES 1. G. Cvetič, C. Dib, C. S. Kim, and J. D. Kim, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 034008.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.034008 2. J. Ellis, J. Hisano, M. Raidal and Yasuhiro Shimizu, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 115013.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.115013 3. A. Masieroa, S. K.Vempatia and O. Vivesb, Nucl. Phys. B 649 (2003) 189.

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(02)01031-3 4. J. Li and Z. You, Journal of Instrumentation 18 09 (2023) C09013.

https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/18/09/c09013

5. C. Yue, Y. Zhang and L. Liu, Phys. Lett. B 547 (2002) 252.

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(02)02781-8 6. A. G. Akeroyd, M. Aoki, and H. Sugiyama, Phys.Rev. D 79 (2009)113010.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.113010 7. B. W. Lee and R. E. Shrock, Phys. Rev. D 16 (1977)1444.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.16.1444 8. S. T. Petcov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 25(1977) 340.

https://inspirehep.net/literature/109011 9. X.Y. Pham, Eur. Phys. J. C 8 (1999) 513.

10. G. Hernández-Tomé, G. López Castro and P. Roig, Eur. Phys. J. C (2019) 79:84., Eur. Phys. J. C (2020) 80: 438.

https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6563-4 https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7935-5 11. P. Blackstone, M. Fael,. E. Passemar, Eur. Phys. J. C 80(2020) 506.

https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8059-7 12. S. Banerjee, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 034008.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.034008 13. F. Pisano and V. Pleitez, Phys. Rev. D 46 (1992) 410.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.410 14. P. Frampton, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69 (1992) 2889.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.2889.

15. A. Doff and F. Pisano, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 15 (2000) 1471.

https://doi.org/10.1142/S021773230000178X 16. H. Fanchiotti, C. Garcia-Canal and W. A. Ponce, Europhys. Lett. 72 (2005) 733.

https://doi.org/10.1209/epl/i2005-10313-x 17. C. Q. Geng and R. E. Marshak, Phys. Rev. D 39(1989) 693.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.693 18. E. Witten, Phys. Lett. B 117(1982) 324.

https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(82)90728-6 19. A. J. Buras, F. De Fazio, J. Girrbach and M. V. Carlucci, JHEP, 02 (2013) 023.

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02%282013%29023 20. J. C. Montero, F. Pisano and V. Pleitez, Phys. Rev. D 47 (1993) 2918.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.47.2918 21. R. A. Diaz, R. Martínez and F. Ochoa, Phys. Rev. D72 (2005) 035018.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.035018 22. A. G. Dias, R. Martinez and V. Pleitez, Eur. Phys. J. C39 (2005) 101.

https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2004-02083-0 23. A. G. Dias and V.Pleitez, Phys. Rev. D80 (2009) 056007.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.056007 24. Q. H. Cao, et. al., Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 075030.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.075030 25. W. Caetano, et.al., Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 055021.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.055021 26. C. A. de S. Pires, Physics International, Vol. 6 No.1 (2015)33.

https://doi.org/10.3844/pisp.2015.33.41 27. M. E. Cataño, R Martínez and F. Ochoa, Phys.Rev. D 86 (2012) 073015.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.073015 28. Katri Huitu, Niko Koivunen and Timo J. Kärkkäinen, arXiv:1903.12126 [hep-ph]. 29. P. V. Dong and H. N. Long, Phys. Rev. D77 (2008) 057302.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.057302 30. K. A. Nguyen and V. H. T. Nguyen, Phys. Rev. D72 (2005) 115017.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.115017 31. A. Ozansoy, Advances in High Energy Physics, 2020 (2020) 1-13.

https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/9234130.

32. A. OZANSOY and O. ALBAYRAK, Commun.Fac.Sci.Univ.Ank.Series A2-A3 62 (2020) 1 https://doi.org/10.33769/aupse.676443

33. F. Staub, Computer Phy. Communications 185 (2014) 1773.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2014.02.018 34. F. Staub, Adv. High Energy Phys. (2015) 840780.

https://doi.org/10.1155/2015/840780 35. A. Vicente, arXiv:1507.06349 [hep-ph].

36. Q. H. Cao and D. M. Zhang, arXiv:1611.09337 [hep-ph]. 37. H. T. Hung, et. al., Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 075014.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.075014 38. https://www.oxfordlearnersdictionaries.com/definition/english/anomaly. 39. https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/anomaly. 40. P. Byakti, P. B. Pal, arXiv:2008.01266v1 [hep-ph].

41. R. A. Diaz, R. Martínez and F. Ochoa, Phys. Rev. D69 (2004) 095009.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.095009 42. D. Cogollo, H. Diniz, C. A. de S. Pires and P. S. Rodrigues da Silva, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 23 (2008) 3405.

https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732308027382 43. Guido Altarelli and Ferruccio Feruglio, Springer Tracts Mod.Phys.190 (2003) 169. [arXiv:hep-ph/0206077].

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-44901-0 6 44. R. N. Mohapatra and G. Senjanovic, Phys. Rev. Lett. 44(1980) 912 .

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.44.912 45. T. Yanagida, Progress of Theoretical Phys. 64 (1980)1103.

https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.64.1103 46. N. T. Anh, N. A. Ky and H. N. Long, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A16 (2001)541-556.

https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X01003184 47. J. C. Montero, C. A. de S. Pires and V. Pleitez, Phys. Lett. B502 (2001) 167-170.

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00185-X 48. J. P. Pinheiro and C. A. de S. Pires, Nuclear Physics. B994 (2023)116293.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2023.116293 49. P. A. Zyal, et. al., (Particle Data Group), Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2020, 083C01 (2020) and 2021 update. 50. I. Esteban, M. C. Gonzalez-Garcia, M. Maltoni, T. Schwetz and A. Zhou, JHEP 09 (2020) 178.

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)178 51. A. C. B. Machado, et. al., J. Phys., Conf. Series 888 (2017) 012194.

DOI 10.1088/1742-6596/888/1/012194 52. R.L. Workman et al. (Particle Data Group), Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2022, 083C01 (2022).

https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac097 53. W. Altmannshofer et al., The Belle II Physics Book, PTEP 2019 123C0 (2019).

APPENDIX A. MASS SPECTRUM OF PARTICLES FROM SPHENO OUTPUT